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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



This action is in response to Applicant's arguments filed on 12/8/2008. No claims are 



amended. Claims 1-16, 18-20, and 22-27 are presented for further examination. 



2. 



This action is a final rejection. 



Response to Arguments 



3. 



With respect to the rejection of claim 1 under He, Applicant argues that He does not 



disclose the limitation "storing the new authentication number in a memory device of the Internet 
TV for use during a later session." Applicant argues that He teaches that his general ticket 
(compared to the claimed authentication number) is deleted after a user logs off and must log 
back on again to obtain a new ticket. Applicant's argument is not persuasive for two reasons. 
First, the limitation of "for use during a later session" is not given patentable weight. And 
second, Applicant's argument is premised entirely on the assumption that He's user log-on 
session contains only a single session with a network device. 

As to the first reason, Applicant is reminded that "claim scope is not limited by claim 
language that suggests or makes optional but does not require steps to be performed." MPEP 
2111.04. One illustration of this principle is when a "whereby clause in a method claim is not 
given weight when it simply expresses the intended result of a process step positively recited." 
Id. Here, the claim language "for use during a later session" does not limit the claim's scope 
because it merely makes optional the step of using the authentication number for a later session 
and simply expresses the intended result of storing the authentication number. So as long as a 
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reference simply teaches storing the authentication number in a memory device, it meets the 
claim. In order to avoid this interpretation, Applicant needs to amend the claim to include an 
actual method step where the authentication number is actually being used in a later session. 

As to the second reason, He discloses that once a general ticket has been issued to a user, 
the user can establish different sessions with different network elements using the same general 
ticket [column 2 «lines 36-47» : a general ticket is used to "facilitate future access requests" and 
the general ticket is used " each time the user element initiates a communication session " 
(emphasis added)]. That is, each time a user requests a communication session with a network 
element, the server first checks the general ticket before issuing a separate session ticket that the 
user uses to connect to a particular network element [Figure 7]. Thus, a user can establish 
multiple sessions with different elements during single log-on. Applicant's independent claims 
merely require that the authentication is stored for use during a later session. He teaches this 
limitation. As discussed above, He teaches a user requests a "later" session with a network 
element after the general ticket (authentication number) has been issued in response to a previous 
session with a different network element. 

Further with respect to claim 1 , Applicant repeats the argument that Bonnaure fails to 
disclose an Internet TV. While acknowledging that Bonnaure discloses a TV containing an 
ISDN modem, Applicant argues that this does not read on Applicant's claimed Internet TV. 
Applicant's specification defines an internet TV as device where "modem apparatuses such as a 
cable modem, a local area network (LAN), an asymmetric digital subscriber line (ADSL) 
modem, and a telephone line modem are loaded" into the television [pg. 1, 11. 22-25]. 
Bonnaure 's television and interface device clearly meet this definition because Bonnaure 
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discloses a television with the cable modem integrated, or "loaded" into the television [Figure 3 
column 4 «lines 8-10»: "the network interface device as an integrated unit built into a television 
set"]. 

4. With respect to the rejection of claim 1 under Bonnaure, Applicant also argues that 
Bonnaure fails to disclose the limitation of storing the new authentication in a memory device of 
the Internet TV for use during a later session. Applicant's arguments are not persuasive because 
as discussed above, the limitation is not given patentable weight because it merely expresses the 
intended result of storing the authentication number. Moreover, Bonnaure discloses the 
limitation as claimed. Bonnaure discloses storing the authentication number in the memory 
device of the Internet TV [column 4 «lines 8-10»: network interface built into the TV | Fig. 8: 
network interface with memory device storing authentication numbers]. Either Bonnaure's client 
box identifier or the client's network address may read on the claimed authentication number 
because Bonnaure discloses that either may be used to authenticate the client device [column 8 
«lines 44-47»: "Client authentication data 1010 represents information indicating a client 
network address and a client box identifier"]. 

5. Because none of Applicant's arguments are found persuasive, the rejections set forth in 
the previous action are maintained. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 7, 9, 10, 21, and 25-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C §103(a) as being 
unpatentable over He et al, U.S Patent No. 6.088.45 1 ["He"], in view of Bonnaure et al, U.S 
Patent No. 5.862.339 ["Bonnaure"], in further view of Eide et al, U.S. Patent No. 6.820.157 
["Eide"]. 

7. As to claim 1, He discloses a method for accessing the Internet, comprising: 
transmitting a message from the Internet device to the server requesting 

authentication for use of information during a current session [Figure 6]; 

transmitting a message from the server requesting an authentication number from the 
Internet device [column 2 «lines 36-47» where He's general ticket is analogous to an 
authentication number]; 

transmitting the requested authentication number from the Internet device to the server if 
the authentication number is available [column 2 «lines 37-39»], checking a validity of the 
transmitted authentication number [column 2 «lines 42-46»], and providing information to the 
Internet device for the current session if it is determined that the authentication number is valid 
[column 2 «lines 42-47 '»]; 
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requesting a new authentication number from the server if the authentication number is 
not available [column 17 «lines 61-67»], registering a user in accordance with information 
collected by the server [column 8 «lines 21-29»], receiving a new authentication number from 
the server [column 27 «lines 23-24»], and providing information to the Internet device for use 
during the current session [column 27 «lines 40-5 6»]; and 

storing the new authentication number in a memory device of the Internet TV for use 
during a later session [column 2 «lines 36-46» : storing the general ticket is implied by the fact 
that it is used for future requests]. 

He does not disclose an Internet TV nor does He disclose that the authentication number 
(He's general ticket) is a combination of at least one of a model name, a manufacturing year, or a 
manufacturing month of the internet TV. 

However, He discloses that his invention is for providing a security system for user 
access to network elements. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that 
He's system would be compatible with any internet device, such as an Internet TV and as taught 
by Bonnaure [Figure 5]. 

Additionally, the authentication number feature was well known in the art at the time of 
Applicant's invention. It is noted that Eide is not expressly directed towards identifying an 
Internet TV. However, Eide does disclose the well known principle that various devices can be 
uniquely identified through a combination of identifiers such as a hardware device's model name 
or the device's manufacturing date [column 12 «lines 36-42»]. Utilizing identifiers in a manner 
taught by Eide is applicable across a wide variety of applications including identifying network 
devices. 
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It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to have applied Eide's 
identification features to He and Bonnaure's system to uniquely identify the network element. 
Eide teaches that it was well known in the art to have combined these identifies to uniquely 
identify devices. Thus one of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to modify He's 
general ticket to include a combination of the model name and manufacturing date as taught by 
Eide to create a unique identifier. 

8. As to claims 2 and 7, it is rejected for the same reasons set forth for claim 1 . 
Additionally, He discloses determining an authentication number based on additional 
information collected by the portal server [column 27 «lines 23-29» where : the ticket is 
generated based on verification of the user ID and password]. 

9. As to claim 4, He further discloses: 

if the authentication number is not available, requesting the portal server to provide a 
new authentication number with respect to the use of information [column 17 «lines 61-67»]; and 

receiving a new authentication number from the portal server and storing the 
authentication number in a memory device [column 17 «lines 61-67» : storing the number is 
implied by the fact that it is used for subsequent requests]. 

10. As to claim 5, He discloses: 

examining the authentication number [column 27 «lines 44-47»]; 
receiving information from the portal server when it is determined from the 
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examination of the authentication number that the authentication is a normal authentication 
number [column 27 «lines 44-5 6»]. 

11. As to claims 9 and 10, see the rejection of claims 1 and 2. 

12. As to claims 25-27, He does not disclose that the authentication number (He's general 
ticket) is a combination of at least two of a model name, a manufacturing year, or a 
manufacturing month of the internet TV. However, as discussed above, with respect to claim 1, 
Eide discloses that an authentication number for a device may comprise a combination of 
identifiers including the model name and date. 

13. Claims 1-4, 7-10, 14, 15, 20, and 22-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bonnaure in view of Nobakht et al, U.S. Patent No. 6.785.716 ["Nobakht"]. 

14. Nobakht was cited in the PTO-892 filed on 7/28/2005. 

15. As to claim 1, Bonnaure discloses a method for accessing the internet using an internet 
TV in an internet TV system comprising the internet TV, in which a function of accessing the 
internet and a function of receiving a TV broadcast are combined, and a server for operating a 
portal site which provides information to the internet TV [Figure 2 | Figure 7], the method 
comprising: 

transmitting a message from the internet TV to the server requesting authentication 
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for use of information during a current session [Figure 13 «item 1310»]; 

transmitting a message from the server requesting an authentication number from the 
Internet TV [Figure 13 «item 131 1» | Figure 15 «item 151 0» : the WebTV server requesting an 
encryption key from the client]; 

transmitting the requested authentication number from the Internet TV to the server if the 
authentication number is available [Figure 8 «item 844» | column 10 «lines 53-57»], checking a 
validity of the transmitted authentication number [Figure 1 1 «items 1 120» where : Bonnaure 
does not expressly disclose checking the validity of the encryption key; however, such a feature 
is implied because the server and client establish a connection through the encryption key; if the 
client provides an incorrect key, then connections will not be established], and providing 
information to the Internet TV for the current session if it is determined that the authentication 
number is valid [column 9 «lines 23-26» : subsequent data communications]; 

requesting a new authentication number from the server if the authentication number is 
not available [Figure 12 «item 1210»], registering a user in accordance with information 
collected by the server [Figure 12 «item 1212, 1214» | column 4 «lines 55-60» | column 8 «lines 
44-54»], receiving a new authentication number from the server [column 7 «lines 24-42»], and 
providing information to the Internet TV for use during the current session [column 9 «lines 23- 
26»]; and 

storing the new authentication number in a memory device of the Internet TV for use 
during a later session [column 7 «lines 24-42»]. 

Bonnaure does not expressly disclose that the authentication number is a combination of 
at least one of a model name, a manufacturing year, or a manufacturing month of the internet 
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TV. However, such a feature was well known in the art at the time of Applicant's invention. For 
example, Nobakht discloses an authentication number that comprises a combination of at least 
one of a manufacturing year or a month for an Internet TV [Figure 3C «item 343»] where this 
number is useful for uniquely identifying the Internet TV during communications with the server 
[column 7 «lines 21-24» | column 12 «lines 45-58»]. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to have implemented Bonnaure's authentication number as a 
manufacturing date of the Internet TV as taught by Nobahkt. One would have been motivated to 
have modified Bonnaure in order to provide a unique identifier for the Internet TV for 
correlating user account information with the Internet TV. 

16. As to claim 2, Bonnaure discloses a method for accessing the Internet using an Internet 
TV, comprising: 

transmitting a message requesting authentication for use of information to a portal 
server and transmitting a response from the portal server requesting transmission of an 
authentication number when the Internet TV is turned on [Figure 13 «items 1310, 1311 » | Figure 
15 «item 1510»]; 

determining if the authentication number requested by the portal server is available and 
transmitting the authentication number to the portal server if the authentication number is already 
available, and determining an authentication number based on additional information collected 
by the portal server and transmitting the authentication number to the Internet TV for storage if 
the authentication number is not already available [Figure 8 «item 844» | Figure 1 1 «item 1 120» | 
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Figure 12 «items 1210, 1212» : generating an encryption key based on whether the client 
network address and identifiers are valid | column 10 «lines 53-57»]; 

transmitting information related to the message requesting authentication for use of 
information from the portal server to the Internet TV [column 9 «lines 23-26»]. 

Bonnaure does not expressly disclose that the authentication number is a combination of 
at least one of a model name, a manufacturing year, or a manufacturing month of the internet 
TV. However, such a feature was well known in the art at the time of Applicant's invention. For 
example, Nobakht discloses an authentication number that comprises a combination of at least 
one of a manufacturing year or a month for an Internet TV [Figure 3C «item 343»] where this 
number is useful for uniquely identifying the Internet TV during communications with the server 
[column 7 «lines 21-24» | column 12 «lines 45-58»]. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to have implemented Bonnaure's authentication number as a 
manufacturing date of the Internet TV as taught by Nobahkt. One would have been motivated to 
have modified Bonnaure in order to provide a unique identifier for the Internet TV for 
correlating user account information with the Internet TV. 

17. As to claims 3 and 20, Bonnaure further discloses: 

determining if the Internet TV is in a default state [column 12 «lines 5-1 6» : initial 
activation of the client box]; 

requesting the portal server to search for an authentication number corresponding to the 
Internet TV when the Internet TV is in a default state [Figure 12 «item 1214»]; 

inputting user information requested by the portal server [Figure 12 «item 1212»]; and 
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receiving the requested authentication number an storing the received number in a 
memory device [Figure 1 1 «item 1 1 12»]. 

18. As to claim 4, Bonnaure further discloses: 

if the authentication number is not available, requesting the portal server to provide a 
new authentication number with respect to the use of information [Figure 12 «item 1210»]; and 

receiving a new authentication number from the portal server and storing the 
authentication number in a memory device [Figure 12 «item 1214»]. 

19. As to claim 7, as it does not teach or further define over the limitations of claims 1 and 2, 
claim 7 is similarly rejected for at least the same reasons set forth above. 

20. As to claim 8, Bonnaure discloses the portal server is in a stand-by state waiting for an 
access request message [Figure 12 «item 1210»]. 

21 . As to claim 9, Bonnaure further discloses: 

requesting the Internet TV to provide user information when the received access 
request message requests the portal server to search for an authentication number [column 7 
«lines 16-23 and 43-56»]; 

determining whether a user is registered in a database when the user information is 
received and transmitting an authentication number if the user is registered [column 7 «lines 16- 
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23 and 43-56» | column 1 1 «lines 48-59» : transmission of the encryption key if the user has an 
account or has registered the device's box number]. 

22. As to claim 10, Bonnaure discloses assigning a new authentication number to the Internet 
TV when the user information is received and transmitting the assigned authentication number to 
the Internet TV [column 1 «lines 40-5 1» : establishing and registering an account | column 4 
«lines 49-60»]. Bonnaure does not expressly disclose requesting for the user information when it 
is determined that the user is not registered. However, this feature is well known in the art and 
implied by Bonnaure's disclosure that user's must first establish accounts with the server for 
being granted access to internet services. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to have reasonably inferred that Bonnaure's system had a means for 
requesting user information in order to establish the user accounts. 

23. As to claim 14, Bonnaure discloses registering the user in the database and providing 
information to the Internet TV when the user information is received [column 1 «lines 40-5 1» : 
establishing and registering an account | column 4 «lines 49-60»]. 

24. As to claim 15, Bonnaure does not disclose determining whether a user fee is paid and 
transmitting a message to the user saying so. However, Nobakht discloses the feature whereby 
determining a user fee is paid and transmitting a message that the user fee is not paid if it is 
determined that the user fee is not paid [Nobakht, Col. 12, lines 59-66]. This feature is well 
known in the ecommerce arts to keep subscribers up to date with their account information. It 
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would have been obvious to anyone of ordinary skill in the art to have incorporated these 
accounting features into Bonnaure to better enable service providers to inform their customers of 
delinquent accounts. 

25. As to claim 22, Bonnaure does not disclose a user registration form to register the users. 
However, user registration forms in an ecommerce/internet environment are ubiquitous 
throughout the art. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have 
reasonably inferred the user of such a form to establish a user account and register the user. 

26. As to claim 23, Bonnaure discloses the authentication number is accessed from a memory 
device of the Internet TV [Figure 8 «item 844»]. 

27. As to claim 24, Bonnaure discloses accessing the stored authentication number to gain 
access to the Internet [Figure 8 «item 844»]. 

28. As to claims 25-27, Bonnaure does not disclose that the authentication number is a 
combination of at least two of the manufacturing year or the manufacturing month of the Internet 
TV. However, as discussed above with respect to claim 1, Nobahkt discloses an authentication 
number comprising of a combination of the manufacturing year and month [column 7 «lines 21- 
24» | column 12 «lines 45-58»]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
have reasonably inferred that a "manufacturing date" comprised both the year and the month. 
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29. Claims 5, 6, 11-13, 18, 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C §103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bonnaure, in view of Dorfman et al, U.S Patent No. 6.449.65 1 ["Dorfman"]. 

30. As to claim 5, Bonnaure does disclose receiving information from the portal server when 
it is determined from the examination of the authentication number that the authentication 
number is a normal authentication number [column 9 «lines 23-26» : receiving information only 
if the encryption key is correct] but does not expressly disclose examining the authentication 
number. This step is implied from the fact that if the encryption key is incorrect then subsequent 
communications of data will not be successful. 

Additionally, Dorfman discloses checking the validity of encryption keys by 
examining them [column 3 «lines l-6»]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to have reasonably inferred that Bonnaure included the examination step in order to insure 
that the encryption key was valid. 

31. As to claim 6, Bonnaure as modified discloses: 

providing user information requested by the portal server when it is determined from the 
examination of the authentication number that the authentication number is not a normal 
authentication number [column 7 «lines 16-23 and 43-56»]; 

receiving an authentication number from the portal server and storing the received 
authentication number in a memory device [column 7 «lines 16-23 and 43-56» | column 1 1 
«lines 48-59»]. 
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32. As to claim 11, Bonnaure and Dorfman discloses checking for an error in the 
authentication number [see rejection of claim 5], determining whether the user is registered in a 
database when an error is not detected [column 1 «lines 40-5 1» | column 7 «lines 43-56»], and 
providing information to the Internet TV when it is determined that the user is registered in the 
database. However, they do not disclose providing the information according to whether a user 
fee is paid. 

The feature of providing services based on a paid fee is ubiquitous in the art. It is not 
only well known but expected in all areas of ecommerce. Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to have reasonably inferred that the services provided by 
Bonnaure 's service providers hinged upon whether users paid their fees. 

33. As to claim 12, Bonnaure and Dorfman do not disclose using checksums to check the 
validity of the key. However, using checksums to check for errors is almost as ubiquitous as 
paying fees for a service. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have 
used the checksum functionality to determine the validity of encryption keys to insure they are 
not corrupted. 

34. As to claim 13, Bonnaure as amended discloses transmitting an error message when an 
error is detected in the authentication number [Figure 13 «item 1318»], requesting the Internet 
TV to provide user information and determining whether the user is registered in the database 
and transmitting a corresponding authentication number when it is determined that the user is 
registered [see rejection of claim 11] 
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35. As to claims 18 and 19, as they do not teach or further define over the limitations of 
claims 5, 6 and 11-13, claims 18 and 19 are similarly rejected for at least the same reasons 
above. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DOHM CHANKONG whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3942. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday [8:30 AM to 4:30 PM]. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on 57 1 .272.3964. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 

may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 

applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 

system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 

like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 

information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Dohm Chankong/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2452 



